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RECENT CASES 

Attorney and Client — Disbarment Proceedings— Grounds. — In Re 
Wilson, ioo Pac. 835 (Kan.)- — Held, that where a lawyer accepts em- 
ployment to act for some one else in a business transaction, such as the 
sale of land, in the course of which he receives money belonging to his 
employer, his wrongful detention of it is sufficient ground for his dis- 
barment, although he may not have been called upon to give legal advice 
or to take part in the litigation. 

The wrongful detention by an attorney of money collected from a 
client is a well recognized cause for disbarment. Southworth v. Bearnes, 
88 Minn. 31 ; People v. Sindlinger, 28 Col. 258. But when such an act 
of misconduct is alleged against an attorney acting as an ordinary per- 
son, there is a conflict of opinion as to whether the courts can disbar. 
The weight of authority is that the statutes covering misconduct in pro- 
fessional capacity do not limit the common law powers of the court to 
disbar whenever an attorney ceases to sustain such a moral character as 
would suffice to fill the requirements of admission to the bar. Boston 
Bar Association v. Greenwood, 168 Mass. 169. In re O — , 73 Wis. 602. 
But there are not wanting cases to the contrary. In re Husson, 26 Hun. 
(N. Y.) 130; ex parte Steinman and Hensel, 95 Pa. St. 220; People v. 
Allison, 68 111. 151. While the Illinois courts have held to the latter rule, 
they have admitted that there might be cases where the misconduct would 
be of so gross a character as to require disbarment. The People v. 
Appleton, 105 111. 477. 

Carriers — Injuries to Passengers— Passenger Elevators. — Stieskal 
v. Marshall Field & Co., 87 N. E. 117 (III).— Held, that a person 
operating a passenger elevator used to carry persons from floor to floor 
in a store building must exercise a high degree of care in transporting 
them. Cartwright, C. J., and Dunn and Scott, J. J., dissenting. 

The great weight of authority holds that a proprietor of a passenger 
elevator is subject to the same liabilities for injuries as a common carrier 
of passengers is. Treadwell v. Whittier, 80 Cal. 574 ; Mitchell v. Marker, 
62 Fed. 139; Fox v. Philadelphia. 208 Pa. St 127. However, a few juris- 
dictions rule that one who maintains a passenger elevator is not a com- 
mon carrier and that the measure of his duty is the rule of reasonable 
care. Griff en v. Manice, 166 N. Y. 188; Seaver v. Bradley. 179 Mass. 
329 ; Burgess v. Stowe, 134 Mich. 204. But as to injuries received by an 
employee while using an elevator, the courts hold that he is not a passen- 
ger and that the master is required to use only ordinary care in the 
operation and maintenance of the elevator. McDonough v. Lanpher, 55 
Minn. 501; Sievers v. Peters Box &■ Lumber Co., 151 Ind. 642. 

Carriers— Movement of Circus Train— Special Contract.— Sager v. 
Northern Pacific R. R. Co., 166 Fed. 526.— Held, that a special con- 



